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THE IMPORTANCE OF THE FRUIT AND VEGETABLE 
INDUSTRY' IN LOUISIANA 
Rov A. B ALLI ' GER 
Introduction 
The business of producing a rather wide variety of fruits and vegetables 
has been of considerable importance in Louisiana for a good many years. In spite 
of this fact adequate statistical information concerni ng the importance !>f most 
of these crops is available only for recent years. Ho' ever, for a few of the more 
important ones, figures showing production and fa rm prices are available for a 
much longer period of time. An adequate understanding of the present econ-
omic problems of producing and marketing thee crops is impossible without 
some knowledge of thei r past hi story in the state. 
Data showing the production, fa rm price and fa rm value of apples cabbage, 
onions, oranges, peaches, pea rs, potatoes beans (snap), tra\ berries and sweetpota-
toes from 191 9 to 1936, of pecans from 1924 to 1936 and of beets, carrots, cucum-
bers eggplant, peas (gr en ), pepper , spi nach and tomatoes from 1928 to 1936 are 
presented in Table A• of the Appendix. These do not include all of the fruits 
and vegetables grown in Louisiana although they do incl ude nearly all of those 
produced in important commercial quantities, with the exception of shallots. 
However, all of the products for which data are available for more than two or 
three years are inclucl d. The fa rm prices and alues shown in Table A are 
greatly influenced by changes in the general level of prices in the United States 
during this period. Jn order to remove the influence of this factor, as nearly as 
possible, the fa rm prices and values fo r each year have been divided by the index 
numb r of the wholesale prices of all commodities in the United States• for the 
corresponding crop year. Since the months u ually included in the crop year 
are di ffe rent for di ffere nt crop , the index numbers used are different. The ad-
justed farm price nd alues represent the purcha ing power of the prices in 
terms o( the general price level in the United ta tes. That is, they indicate what 
the farm prices and values would have been if the general price levd had re-
mained constant throughout the period at its po ition in 192 . 
Table B, , D , , and F of the ppendix show the data of Table con-
verted to index numbers. Jn ca lculating these index numbers the figures for 
1928 ha e be n taken to represent I 00 in each case. The indices for the other 
yea rs indicate the po ition of that year relative to 192 . The year 1928 was 
cho en as a ba e becau e it was the earliest year for which data were availabld 
for all the crops included. These table also include the average index numbers 
for all the fruits and vegetables included in the tudy. In calculati ng the index 
number of prices for all fruits and vegetable each crop was ' eighted according 
to the relati ve amount produced in the rate. That i crops such as strawberrie 
and sweetpotatoes were given much more ' eight in determining the average 
' Jnclucling Pecan~. 
'These data have . II been taken from lhc rcpor of lhc nitcd State Department of 
Agriculture. 
11Th index used is lhat pr pared and publi heel hr the Bureau of Labor Stati tics of the 
United t, cc D pJrtm nc of T_abor. 
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than were onions and pears. The index of quantity produced was calculated by 
weighting the quantity of each crop produced each year by the fa rm price for 
that yea r.' The index of val ue is simply the percentage relationship of the total 
value of all the products included each year to the total value of those products 
in 1928. The indices are so calculated that the product of the index of price and 
the index of quantity di vided by 100 for each year equals the ·index of value. 
Relative Importance of Fruits and Vegetables 
The relative importance of different fruits and vegetables in Louisiana 
probably ca n be judged best by comparing the farm values of the crops, since it 
is impossible to make direct compari ons between different crops in terms of 
physica l units. Table l shows the average farm value of 10 fruits and vege-
tables for the period 1919 to 1927, and of 19 for the period 1928 to 1936. During 
the earlier period three crops, strawberries, sweetpotatoes, and potatoes, account-
ed for 81.0 per cent of the total fa rm value of the 10 crops included . Snap beans 
and cabbage accounted for more than hal f of the remainder. In the later period 
the situation was approximately the ame; the three most important commod-
ities accounted for 79.0 per cent of the total farm value. However, cabbage de-
creased considerably in relati ve importance and snap beans decreased somewhat, 
w hile oranges increased. It is apparent that most of the crops included were of 
relatively little financial importance in the state. Figure I shows the farm values 
of these crops by yea rs for rhe entire period. While there was a considerable 
change from year to year in the relative value of the different crops, there was 
no very marked tendency for any of them to increase or decrease consistently 
during the period covered. However, sweetpotatoes did increase somewhat in 
relative importance after 1931. 
Production Trends 
Figure 2 shows the average index of quantity produced for the entire group 
of fruits and vegetables and fo r each individual crop. The index fo r the entire 
group in rea ed from 51.l in 1919 to 108.5 in 1936. It reached its highest point 
at 127.2 in 1931. The average annual rate of increase in th index for the entire 
period was 3.3 poin~s. The production of some of the individual crops increased 
rapidly during the period stud ied; for others it dec reased greatly; for many there 
was no consistent trend in ei ther direction. The crop that increased most rapidly 
was oranges. The production of sweetpotatoes, strawberries, potatoes and snap-
beans al o increased appreciably. The production of apples and peaches declined 
noti ceably during the period. veral of the other crops declined somewhat in 
'Th formula u d in calcub ting the index of price w. s : 
\ 
IP• Qo IP• Q• 
x 
The formul for quantitie \ as: IP• IP• Q• 
IQ• p. p, 
\ x I p. IQi p, 
In each case P, is the pri e of the crop in th given yea r ancl Po the price in the b M: yea r ; 
Q, is th produ tion in the given )'e r and • the produ tion in the b ye. r. The ba 
ye. r i 1928. 
6 
TABLE I 
FARM VALUE OF LOUISIANA FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 
AVERAGE 1919 TO 1927 AND 1928 TO 1936 
AVERAGE VALUE AVERAGE VALUE 
ROP 1919 to 1927 192 to 1936 
I 000 Dollars Per cent of total 1000 Dollar Per cent of total 
Strawberries 3,970 2 .6 5,357 35.1 
Swcecpocacoes 4,587 33.1 4,556 29.9 
Potatoes 2,684 19.3 2,142 14.0 
Beans- nap 736 5.3 769 5.0 
Pecans 506 3.3 
Oranges 251 l.8 460 3.0 
Cabbage 720 5.2 273 1.8 
Peaches 47 1 3.4 233 1.5 
Tomatoes 146 1.0 
Peppers 144 .9 
Onions 316 2.3 125 
Peas-grc n 113 .8 
Beets 6 .6 
Carrots .5 
ucumbcrs 71 .5 
pinach 60 .4 
Pear 88 .6 59 .4 
Eggplant 48 .4 
Apple 61 .4 24 .2 
T TAL 13, 4 100.0 15,253 100.0 
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FIG RE l 
Farm Value of [,ouisiana Fruits and Vea-ctablcs 
importance, although the trend \ as usually nor very certai n. ne mo t notice-
able characteritsic of these produ tion trends i that nearly all of the crops that 
increased in size \ ere among tho e with the greatest farm value in the group. 
That is the production of the more important frui ts and vegetables tended to 
increa e during the period, while the minor on s, with th excepti n of beets, 
did not increa e appreciably. Thi would seem to indicate that the possibi lities 
of profitable cxpan ion in the production of different fruits and vegetables in 
Louisia na , und r condition existing during the past few yea rs, are larg ly con-
fioed to about five of the more important one now b ing produ ed in the stare. 
There i little indi ation from pa t record that the pro<lu tion of fruits and 
vegetables of minor importance in the stat will increase grea tl y, unless there are 
signi ficant changes in the c n<litions that ontrol the profitableness of growing 
them. 
The trend of ph sica l production of fruits and vegetables in th United 
tates a compared \ ith Loui iana is shown in Figure 3. The line showing the 
index for the ame fruits and vegetable that were includ d in the L uisiana 
index indicate that \ hile th production of thes fruits and vegetables in the 
nited tare ha been increa ing, the increa ha been at a mu h slower rate 
than the increa for Loui iana. The aver ge incr a e for th entire p riod was 
2.4 point per year for the nited tat . nd 3.3 point p r year for Louisiana. 
The nited tate Depa rtment of griculture ha published indi of th pro-
du tion of fruits and vegetable and of truck crop for th period l l to 19 5. 
The c arc shown in Figure 4. The crop in lud d cliff r omewhat fr m those 
u d in con tructing the Loui iana index . nd th method of , lculation wa di f-
f r nt. However, the genera l ituation th, t th y portray i imilar to that hown 
in Figure 3. The averag r, te of incre, e for the tru k crop was 3.4 p in ts p r 
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Index of Production of Fruits and Vell'etables 
In the nited Statea and in Louisiana 
35 37 
Tlle sumc crop nrc lncluclrcl In the index for both Loulsluno ond the niter! Slates. 
year, while for the fruits and vegetables it was only 1.0 point per yea r. Tn both 
ca es most of the increase occurred before 1929. 
A comparison o( changes in the produ tion of the individual crops included 
in the index fo r Louisiana shows that the relative increase in the production of 
oranges, potatoe and strawberries was greater in Loui iana than in the United 
States during most of the period si nce 1919. However, in the case of strawberries 
it has not be n true si nce about 1932. The relative changes in the production of 
sweetpotatoes in Loui iana and in the United States were similiar until 1934. 
Since that time the production in Louisian, has increa ed at a much greater rate 
than that in the United tate . The production of apples has declined in both 
Louisiana and the United rates, but the decl ine has b n grea ter in Louisiana. 
The production of nap bean h d lined somewhat in Loui siana si nce 1929, 
while it h increased in the nited tale . The pr duction of onions in the 
nited tate has increa ed con i tently since I 19, while in Loui iana there was 
a marked decline from 1926 to 1930 with no tendency to increa e after 1930. 
uch difference and imilarities a have been pointed out may be of some as-
sistance in judging probable futu re trends. 
Carlot Shipments 
ata arc available showing the carlot hipmcnts of va riou fruits :ind vcgc-
t:iblc from stations in the nited t. t s, in Louisiana, , nd in other st. tcs for a 
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Index of Production of Fruits and Ve.iretJ>ble and 
Truck rops for the nited late 
rn ITS AND VEGETAllLES lncludr: Grnprs, npples, nprlcols, peaches, penrs, crunbcrr!cs, 
, 1gs, grapefruit, oranges, lemons, olives, polnloes, d1·y edible benn . 
I'll Cl< CROPS Include: Aspurngu , snnp beans, beets, cabbage, cantaloups, cnrrots, 
c1uullflowcr, celery, cucumbers, eggp
lant, lelluce, onions, peas, peppers, spinach, straw-
icrrfcs, lomn toes, walerm Ions. 
Dutu ore from reports of the United States !) parlmcnt or gricullure adjusted so thnt 
1028= 100.0. 
~~nsiderable period of years, the period varying somewhat for different commod-
rt1 s. Table 2 shows the number of carloads of all fruits and vegetables shipped 
from tations in the United rates and from Loui iana b years, since 1923. The 
figures include the amounts hipped by boat, but do not include truck shipments. 
The omission of tru k shipments is important, since it is known that truck ship-
ments have become increasingly important in recent year , although exact data 
are not available. Tt is probably al o true that truck hipments constitute a dif-
ferent proportion of the total in Louisiana than in the entire United tates, so 
that the relationship between carlot hipments in the t\ o areas may not indicate 
accurately the relationship between total hipment . 
The number of carlot hipments of all fruit and vegetables in the United 
tates increa d gradually from 1923 to 1929 and has decreased since then. The 
decrea e from 1929 to 1933 was 25.7 per cent. ft seem probable that the decrease 
following 1929 wa caus d partly by depre ed economic conditions, which re-
duced the total amount of these commodities moving to market, and partly by 
the in rea ing use f motor trucks. I owever, the continued decline in carlot 
hipments in 1935 , nd 1936 in comparison with 1934 cannot be explained by un-
~avorable e onomic factors. A already hown the total production of these crop 
in both th United tates and Loui iana tended to increa e throughout nearly 
alt of this period. The numb r of carload shipped from Louisiana ince 1923 
11 
TABLE 2 
CARLOT SHIPMENTS OF FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 
WEETPOT A TOES STRAWBERRIES POTATOES 
AR United States Louisiana United Scates Louisiana United States Louisiana 
umber umber umber Number umber Number 
1919 ,105 6 2 167, 70 599 
* 
I 20 16,032 573 7,207 626 199,165 1,085 
I 21 I ,745 740 10, 57 1,525 23 ,546 1,20 
1922 20,715 1,019 I ,761 209 254,175 1,075 
1923 5 ,669 5, 37 19,107 774 17, 09 222 240,107 833 
,_ 
1924 95'1, 46 6,615 14, 53 596 l ,973 1, 65 252,097 1,430 N 
1925 961,924 10,594 I ,571 1,646 12,246 1,076 241,523 1,280 
1926 1,022.499 10,009 22,349 1,574 13,619 2,342 232,424 1,426 
1927 1,027,332 9, 56 25,635 1,214 . 17,891 1,659 253,445 1,301 
192 1,072,951 10,555 21,044 979 18,716 2,850 257,343 1,723 
1929 1,074,069 10,002 21, 03 1,456 18,732 2,859 253,194 1,106 
1930 1,053,602 9,022 19,045 1,216 10,57 2,3 9 252,411 2,314 
1931 1,023,333 14 307 16,253 1,207 13,770 4,720 241,003 4,421 
1932 43, I ,315 13,257 1,153 12,931 2,664 199,35 1,65 
1933 79 ,461 ,129 11,250 g4 13,212 2,610 204,082 2,097 
1934 34,701 11,6 6 10,353 1,699 12,033 2,778 223,612 2,967 
1935 06,707 10,13 11,166 2,55 8,430 1,826 202,317 2,574 
1936 01,40 12,669 10,975 3,1 7 6, 44 2, 56 206,542 3,347 
has varied much more erratically than the · number shipped from the entire 
United States, but has shown no consistent tendency to increase or decrease, at 
least since 1925. Of the total carlot shipments for the United States, the percent-
age that came from Louisiana, as shown in Table 3, was unusually high in 1931, 
1934, 1935, and 1936. Except for the past three years, there appears to have been 
little or no tendency for it to increase. 
The carlot shipments of sweetpotatoes for the United States increased 59.9 
per cent from 1920 to 1927, and then decreased until the shipments in 1936 were 
less than one-half those of 1927. This decrease occurred at a time when there was 
no evidence of a tendency for the total. production of sweetpotatoes in the 
country to decrease. The carlot shipment of sweetpotatoes from Louisiana in-
creased very rapidly after 1933, but showed no tendency to increase until then. 
The shipments in 1936 were about three and one-third times those in 1933. The 
proportion of carlot shipments of sweetpotatoes coming from Louisiana showed 
a slight and irregular tendency to increase from 1920 to 1933. Since 1933 the 
increase has been very rapid. In 1936 more carloads of sweetpotatoes were 
shipped from Louisiana than from any other state. 
The trends in the carlot shipments of strawberries for the entire United 
States have been somewhat similar to those for sweetpotatoes. The trend was ' 
upward until about 1929 and has been rather rapidly downward since then. In 
1936 there were only 36.5 per cent as many shipments as in 1929. In contrast 
to this situation, the carlot shipments from Louisiana, while quite variable in 
number from year to year, have shown very little trend either upward or down-
ward, at least since 1924. Louisiana strawberries are produced at such a long 
distance from the important urban markets that truck shipments have not be-
come very important. In most of the other states strawberries are produced 
much closer to important urban markets, and truck shipments from these dis-
tricts have been increasing rather rapidly in recent years. These facts probably 
account for most of the differences in the trend of carlot shipments of straw-
berries for the United States and Louisiana in recent years. The trend in the 
percentage of the carlot shipments of strawberries from Louisiana has been up-
ward since about 1922, reaching the unusually high figure of 41.7 per cent in 
1936. Normally, Louisiana supplies a larger proportion of the carlot shipments 
of strawberries than of any other important fruit or vegetable. 
More carloads of potatoes than of any other fruit or vegetable were shipped 
in the United States each year from 1919 to 1936. The total number of carloads 
for the entire country has varied irregularly but there was a tendency for it to 
increase from 1919 to 1928 and to decrease after that time. The shipments in • 
1936 were 80.3 per cent as numerous as those in 192 . On a percentage basis, 
therefore, the decrease in shipments of potatoes has been much less than the de-
crca c for either strawberries or sweetpotatoes, and somewhat less than the de-
crea e in th total shipments of all fruits and vegetables. The carlot shipments 
of potatoe from Loui iana have shown a gradual trend upward throughout the 
entire p riod from 1919 to 1936, although the shipments are still quite small 
compared to the total for the United State . 
As previously pointed out, sweetpotatoes, strawberries, and potatoes are the 
three most important fruits and vegetables produced in Louisiana. Potatoes are 
the mo t important vegetable for the entire United States, but sweetpotatoes and 
strawberries ar relatively unimportant in comparison with the shipments of 
certain oth r fruits and vegetables. Because of this situation the carlot shipments 
of sweetpotatoe , strawberries, and potatoes make up a considerably larger pro-
portion of the total carlots of fruits and vegetable shipped from Louisiana than 
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TABLE 3 
CARLOT SHIPMENTS OF FRUITS AND VEGETABLES FROM LOUISIANA 
PER CENT OF UNITED STATES TOTAL 
PER CE T FROM LOUISIANA 
YEAR 
All Fruits and Vegetables Sweecpotatoes Strawberries Potatoes 
191 9 8.4 0.3 
1920 3.6 8.7 0.5 
1921 3.9 14.0 0.5 
1922 4.9 J.1 0.4 
!923 0.7 4.1 l.2 0.3 
1924 0.7 4.0 9.8 0.6 
1925 l.l 8.9 8.8 0.5 
1926 1.0 7.0 !7.2 0.6 
1927 1.0 4.7 9.3 0.5 
192 1.0 4.7 15.2 0.7 
!929 0.9 6.7 15.3 0.4 
1930 0.9 6.4 22.6 0.9 
1931 1.4 7.4 34.3 1.8 
!932 0.9 8.7 20.6 0.8 
1933 1.0 .4 19.8 1.0 
1934 1.4 16.4 23.1 1.3 
1935 1.3 22.9 21.7 1.3 
1936 1.6 29.0 41.7 l.6 
14 
they do of the total for the entire country. For the United States, shipments of 
these three commodities averaged about 28 per cent of the total shipments for 
the entire period for which data are available. The proportion va ried for differ-
ent years from about 26 to 31 per cent. There was no consistent tendency for it 
to increase or decrease during the period under review. In Louisiana , the ship-
ments of these three commodities for the entire period averaged about 58 per 
cent of the total shipments of all fruits .and vegetables, the proportion varying 
from 31 to 72 per cent. There was a general tendency for it to increase through-
out the period, although the highest percentage was reached in 1931. The grow-
ing importance of the carlot shipment of these commodities from Louisiana is 
to be expected, in view of the increasing amount of them produced in the state. 
Complete information regarding the destination of the carloads of the va rious 
fruits and vegetables is not available. Howe er, data showing the number of 
carloads of some of the fruits and vegetables shipped from Louisiana that were 
unloaded at each of 66 important cities have been published by the United 
States D epartment of Agriculture. While these unload data do not cover all of 
the carloads shipped from Louisiana, they do include a rather large proportion 
of the total. For the year 1935 they included the foHowing proportions of the 
carlot shipments of certain fruits and vegetables from Louisiana: 
Potatoes 
Sweetpotato s 
Strawberries 
61 per cent 
73 per cent 
76 per cent 
Figure 5 shows the per cent of the total unloads (at 66 markets) of these 
three commodities that was received in each of nine different section of the 
country. The data are not ha ed on all of the carloads shipped from Louisiana 
but probably arc reasonably representative of the geographic distribution of all 
the ca rloads. However, they probably are not at all representative of the distri-
bution of truck shipment , which ar of considerable importance especially for 
potatoe and weetpotatoes, and, therefore, are not ·closely repre entative of the 
total di tribution. 
Tt i apparent from the data in Figure 5 that the most important markets 
for ca rload lots of Louisiana potatoes, s eetpotatoes and strawberries are located 
in the East orth entral states. The West orth Central states are second 
in importance. The Middle Atlantic state are third in importance but are much 
below the West North Central state except in the case of strawberries. The 
N ew ngland rates also receive a izeable proportion of Louisiana strawberries, 
although no potatoe and practi ca ll y no sweetpotatoe are hipped there. The 
Mountain states are of some importance a a market for carload lots of Louisi-
ana sweetpotato , but they are of much less importance for potatoes and straw-
berries. The Paci fic states receive ome swectpotatoes but no potatoes and prac-
tically no trawb rries. n the other side of the country the outh tlantic 
state re eive only , n insigni fica nt proportion of each of the three products, and 
mo t of the ca rload unloaded there go to Baltimore in the northern part of the 
di tri t. Tn genera l, trawberrie from Loui iana arc di tributed in the north-
east rn part of the ountry in relatively Jar er quantities than the other two 
commodities, while we tpotato are of relatively greater importance in the West. 
Th di tribution of potatoe i confin d more large! to the two group of North 
entral tate than i the distribution of ither sweetpotatoe or trawberries. 
lt i probable that the data in Figure 5 i;r atl underestimate the relative im-
portance of th the Ea t and We t outh Central state as markets fo r these 
15 
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UPPER FIGURE • POTATOES 
MIDDLE FIGURE • SWEET POTATOES 
LO~ FIGURE • STRAWBERRIES 
Per centa1e of Car lot Unloads of Potatoe , Sweetpotatoea a nd Strawb rrlea from Lo ul1lo na 
In 66 Important !ties In t h United Sta tfl, by Dlstrlcta for t he Year 1935 
Louisiana products, becau e a larger proportion of the products from Louisiana 
would be received by truck in the e states than in the other states. 
The relative distribution of any Louisiana fruit or vegetable in different 
sections of the country is the result of the combined influence of various factors, 
such as the number of people, particularly urban people, living in each district 
and the relative advantages of ecuring supplies from Louisiana or from ocher 
places. Most of the large cities of the United States are in the northeastern part 
of the country, which is probably largely re pon ible for that s ction receiving 
as many carloads of Loui iana products a it did. Loui iana i situat cl farther 
from the market in that part of the country than many other producing regions. 
The greater relative importance of Loui iana strawberry shipments as ompared 
to hipments of other products to this part of the country ca n probably be ac-
cou nted fo r by the fact that there is le s competition for Loui iana strawberries 
from other ction du ring the hipping sea on than there is for potatoe or sweet-
potatoes. The ituation of the East orth entral states i rather favorabl for 
shi pments of practically all Louisiana fruits and vegetable , both because of the 
large urban population in the e tates and becaus of the relativ distance from 
Loui iana and other producing areas. Loui ian is fa rther from this district than 
are many other competing area but in most ca e th differenc in di tance is ma-
terially less th, n the clifferen e in distance to markets in the northeast rn p rt 
of the country. 
Production, Shipments, and Form Prices of Snap Beans 
The fact that the produ tion of nap be: n in the Unit d States increa eel 
until 1929 but has shown a general tend ncy to d din slowly si nce then ha 
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resulted in some speculation regarding the causes of the change and the future 
outlook for the profitable production of the crop in Louisiana. Available infor-
mation throws some light on these questions, although not enough to provide 
really satisfactory answers. The production figures for snap beans, as released by 
the United States Department of Agriculture, are divided between production 
for market and for manufacture. Production for manufacture is of minor im-
portance in Louisiana and in the United States as a whole, although it reaches 
a considerable volume in certain states. However, the competition for Louisiana 
beans is largely confi ned to those produced for market. 
Table 4 and Figure 6 show the production, by states, of beans produced for 
market from 1928 to 1936. Total production for the United States slightly more 
than doubled from 1928 to 1934 and then decreased slightly more than one-fifth 
from 1934 to 1936. Of course, there is no way of knowing whether this decrease 
is merely temporary. Florida is by far the most important producing state. The 
production in Florida increased fs;pm 23.0 per cent of the United States total in 
1928 to 43.2 per cent in 1933 and then declined to 35.8 per cent in 1936. Nearly 
two-thirds of the decrease in the United States production from 1934 to 1936 
was the resu lt of the decreased production in Florida. California and New Jersey 
also produce more beans than Louisiana. The production in California has been 
increasing very rapidly and was larger in 1936 than in any previous year. Pro-
duction in New Jersey has shown very little trend in either direction during the 
period under discussion. The three most important producing states supplied 
from 45.0 to 64.7 per cent of the total quantity produced during this period. In 
general, the percentage comi ng from these states increased from 1928 to 1934 and 
then declined slightly, especially in 1935. 
The production of snap beans for market in Louisiana has fluctuated from 
822,000 bu.shels in 1929 to 601,000 bushels in 1933, but there has been no very 
clear trend either upward or downward. Louisiana's percentage of the total crop 
produced in the United States declined considerably from 1929 to 1934, but in-
creased slightly in 1935 and 1936. The crop in Louisiana, as well as that in some 
other states, is divided into a spring crop and a faU crop. The spring crop in 
Louisiana is much the larger. It has averaged nearly three-fourths of the total 
production in the state from 1928 to 1936. There ha been no observable tend-
ency for either crop to increase or decrease in size, although the annual fluctua-
tions have been considerable and have frequently been quite different for the 
two crops. 
The production of snap beans for manufacture in Louisiana has always 
been small and it also declined drastically from 1930 to 1934. There was only a 
slight increase in 1935 and 1936. In contrast to th.is situation the total produc-
tion for the United States, while it declined considerably from 1929 to 1932, has 
increased since then nearly to its former le el. So far as can be judged from 
production data, the business of growing snap beans in Louisiana for manufac-
ture appears to be on a rather precarious basi , while the production for market 
seems to be r asonably stable. The slow decline in total production since 1929 
seems to have been cau ed by the decrea e in the production of beans for manu-
facture. 
Jn nddition to the production data, information is available showing the 
number of carloads hipped by states from 1920 to 1936. This information is 
summarized in Figure 7. Unfortunately, truck shipments are not included. This 
is a serious defect because of the increa ing importance of truck hipments gen-
erally, and becau e of the wide variations that undoubtedly exist between stntes 
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TABLE 4 
PRODUCTION OF SNAP BEANS FOR MARKET, BY STATES, 1928 TO 1936 
STATE 192 1929 1930 193 1 1932 1933 1934 1935 1936 
PRODUCTION ( I 000 bushels) 
Florida 1,70 2,259 3, 172 3,376 4.508 5,002 6,376 5,069 4,300 
California 547 647 893 676 1,310 1,126 1,453 l ,408 1,870 
New Jersey 1,380 1,095 1,210 1,077 1,240 1,300 1,984 1,189 l ,341 
Louisiana 641 22 677 723 676 60 1 780 809 756 
Vi rginia 322 603 552 301 490 306 695 639 617 
Texas 573 534 656 614 895 714 
• 
539 450 538 
Mississippi 250 375 296 213 304 97 356 328 430 
onh Carolina 5 3 4 9 0 635 546 555 830 664 369 
Maryland 347 649 340 687 516 438 317 320 322 
Colorado 240 300 402 236 162 258 154 300 300 
Pennsylvania 33 3 82 20 1 300 392 558 284 
cw York 225 220 230 270 286 232 
G orgia 6 135 253 13 165 80 l80 246 202 
outh Carolina 3 535 625 473 492 2 0 555 352 190 
Other States 369 3 2 453 455 334 276 32 1 361 268 
United Stares 7,416 8, 68 10,375 9,9 11 12,059 .11 ,s63 15,202 12,979 12,019 
PER CENT OF TOT AL PRODUCTION 
Florida 23.0 25.4 30.6 34.1 37.4 43.2 42.0 39.1 35.8 
California 7.4 7.3 .6 6. 10 .9 9.8 9.6 10.8 l5.6 
cw Jersey I .6 12.3 11.7 10.8 10.3 11.3 13. 1 9. 1 11.2 
Loui iana .7 9.2 6.5 7.3 5.6 5.2 5. 1 6.2 6.3 
Virginia 4.3 6. 5.3 3.0 4. 1 2.6 4.5 4.9 5.2 
Texa 7.7 6.0 6.3 6.2 7.5 6.2 3.5 3.5 4.5 
Mi is ippi 3.4 4.3 2.9 2. 1 2.5 0.8 2.3 2.5 3.5 
Orth rolina 7.9 5.5 7. 6.5 4.5 4.8 5.4 5. 1 3.0 
Maryland 4.7 7.4 3.2 7.0 4.3 3.7 2. 1 2.5 2.7 
Colorad 3.2 3.4 3.9 2.4 1.3 2.2 1.0 2.3 2.5 
Pennsylva ni 0.4 0.4 0. l.7 2.6 2.6 4.3 2.4 
cw York 2.3 I. 2.0 1.8 2.2 1.9 
orgia 0.9 1.5 2.4 1.4 1.4 0.7 1.2 1.9 1.7 
South rolina 5.2 6. 1 6.0 4.7 4.0 2.4 3.7 2.7 1.6 
Other t.1tCS 5.0 4.4 4.4 4.6 2.7 2.5 2.1 2.9 2.1 
United t:itcs 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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in the proportions shipped by truck. ven with this defect, however, the data 
<l.o show that the number of carloads shipped increased rapidly and rather con-
sistently from 1920 to 1934. From 1934 to 1936 there was a decline of 3,335 cars 
or 25.5 per cent. arlot shipments from Florida were much more numerous 
th?n tho e from any other state and in general they followed the same trend as 
shi pments for the entire country. However they have made up a son:iewhat 
larger percentage of the total since 1931 than they had prior to that time. 
arlot shipments from Louisiana have been larger in proportion to the total 
shipments for the United States than the production in the state has been in 
proportion to the total production. The arying importance of truck shipments 
between states may explain this difference. Loui iana is located relatively far 
from the important metropolitan markets of the country, which makes truck 
shipment more difficult for this state than for many other states. This may 
;esult in a larger proportion of the total hipments being in carlots, although exact 
information concerning truck shipments is not availabl • The data show that the 
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number of carloads shipped from Louisiana is usually larger than the number 
shipped from any other state except Florida. However, Louisiana's proportion 
of the total carloads for the United tares decrea ed from 14.3 per cent in 1928 
to 3.0 per cent in 1933. Since 1933 th trend has ch ngcd; in 1936 Louisinna 
shipments amounted to 9.6 per cent of the total. While the data show that there 
have been wide fluctuation in the number of carloads of nap beans shipp d 
from Loujsiana and in th state's percentage of the total shipments for the United 
States, there is no indication of a downward trend in either the number or the 
percentage. 
The sea onal di tribution of shipment of a perishable commodity such as 
fresh bean ha an important influence on the profitableness of the crop. If 
Loui iana shipments could be made at a time of the year wh n total shipments 
were small better prices might be e pected than if shipments were made at a 
time when the total movement to market wa large. Actually, the time of ship-
ment during the year i largely controlled by the physical fa tors of climate and 
soil which limit production pos ibilitie to rtain seas ns. ons quently, pro-
ducers can do relatively little towards changing the s a ons of the year when 
their product ar ready for hipment to market. The nctual ca onal di trihu-
tion of carlot hipment from Louisiana and other tat during th year 1936 
i hown in Figure . Shipment g nerally w re quit small in th late summer 
and relatively plentiful during the r mainder of the year. Loui iana' hipm nts 
cam at two distinct peri , one in April, May, and June and the other in p-
temb r, ctob r, and ovember. The spring shipments were largest in May, 
when nearly 70 per cent of tot. I went to m rk t. The principal competition dur-
ing thi month came from Florid., although important quantitie were , !so 
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shipped from Mississippi and North Carolina. The total quantity shipped m 
May from all states was con iderably larger than in any other month. 
Most of Loui iana's fall crop of nap beans is shipped in October. In 1936, 
approximately 82 per cent of the fall crop was shipped at that time. The prin-
cipal competition again come from Florida, although the total number of cars 
shipped from all states in tobcr was less than one-half the number shipped in 
May. However, competition from truck shipments and from other vegetables 
produced in the northern state may be sub tantially greater in the fall than in 
the spring month . 
The relationship between the co t of production and the price received for 
any product det rmine the profitablene of the crop to the grower. Unfortun-
' tely, <let, ii d information concerning the co t of producing snap beans in Lou-
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isiana and other states is lacking, but fa rm price data are available and are pre-
sented for the principal produci ng states in T able 5. Variations in prices between 
states may be the result of a number of factors. For instance, the time of year in 
which the crop is sold may have an important effect on the price received. Also, 
variations in the quality of beans produced may be sufficient to cause appreciable 
di ffe rences in prices. Another facto r of importance is the varying cost of trans-
porting the crop to market, which may result in lower prices in states with higher 
transportation costs than in other states. It would be extremely difficult, if not 
impossible, to measure accurately .the effect of factors such as these on farm 
prices in Louisiana and other states. However, the figures presented do show 
the net result of all such factors. 
In general, the figu res show that farm prices in Louisiana have been lower 
than the average prices for the United States each year since 1928. Also, with 
only a few exceptions, they have been lower than prices in each of the states . 
listed in Table 5. Prices in Florida, especially for the winter crop, have usually 
been hi¥her than those in any other state. Next to F lorida, prices in California 
and T exas have been among the highest in the United States. In the other states 
prices have not averaged very much above those in Louisiana and prices for the 
spring crop in North Carolina have been lower. The figures showing the differ-
ence by years between United States and Louisiana (spring) prices suggest that 
probably the difference is becoming smaller. If comparisons are made between 
prices in Louisiana and in other indi vidual states, the same tendency appears in 
most cases, although there are some exceptions, notably Virginia. 
Neither the price data nor the figu res for production and shipment indicate 
any developments adverse to the continued profitable production of snap beans 
for market purposes in Louisia na. Such decrease in total production as has oc-
curred has been caused by decling production of beans for manufacture. However, 
it is also true that the facts presented furnish no more grounds for expecting a 
marked increase in the production of snap beans for market in the state than 
they do for anticipating a decline. 
Amounts Available for Consumption 
The amounts produced of each of the fruits and vegetables under discus-
sion is not the exact amount avai lable for use in the United tates, because of 
the import and exports of these commodities from thi s country. In each case 
the amou nt available for consumption equals the amount produced in the United 
States plus the imports into and minus the exports from the country. Whi le there 
is some movement in international trade of all the products included in thi s 
study, the amounts exported or imported arc, in several cases, so small as to be 
of negligible importance. Data showing the imports nd exports of these pro-
ducts are not readily available in publi hed reports. f the products included in 
this study, international tr de wa of ignificant importance in the ca of apples, 
oranges p ache , pears potatoes, onions and tomatoe . f thes commodities, the 
imports of tomatoes are larger th:in the exports, while the export of apples, 
oranges, peaches, and pear arc larger than th imports. Jn the ca e of potatoes 
and onions, the situation has aried from y r to year; in some years import have 
been lar er than export, whil in other years exports have exceeded imports. 
Table 6 shows the net export and import of these commoditi s by years. 
There wa a general tendency for the exports of apples to increa e from 191 to 
1928. The tr nd has been somewhat downward ince I 28. Jn general, the ex-
ports of peaches and pear have had trend omcwhat imilar to tho e of apple , 
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TABLE 5 
FARM PRICE OF SNAP BEANS PRODUCED FOR MARKET IN THE 
PRINCIPAL PRODUCING STATES, FROM 1928 TO 1936 
FARM PRICE PER BUSHEL (DOLLARS) 
STATE 
1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 1~34 1935 1936 AVE. 
Louisiana 
Spring l.55 1.35 ) .05 .81 .55 .82 .72 .71 1.20 .97 
Fall 1.55 1.10 1.03 .95 .60 .6 . 0 1.00 .90 .96 
Florida 
Fall 2.55 3.76 1.70 l.50 l.10 1.40 .65 1.30 130 1.70 
Winter 4.50 2.48 2.85 3.70 1.64 .0 1.30 1.30 1.65 2.25 
Spring 2.00 1.78 I.BO 1.40 1.70 .70 1.00 1.00 1.45 1.43 
Mississippi 
Spring 2.?D l.1 8 .97 .75 .60 l.10 .55 .64 1.20 1.02 
Fall 2.00 J.60 .90 .70 .75 .6 .0 .95 .70 1.01 
Texas 
Fall 1.15 1.65 I. 0 1.00 l.35 .90 .70 .70 l.15 1.16 
Spring 1.55 l. 0 1.60 2.00 1.10 .55 l.15 1.00 1.15 1.32 
North Carolina 
pring I.OD 1.32 .57 .50 .0 1.00 .25 .75 1.55 .86 
Fall 2.50 1.20 .60 .75 .30 1.25 .50 1.75 .80 1.07 
alifornia 
Spring l.55 1.60 l.45 1.50 1.10 1.00 1.25 l.30 1.20 l.33 
Fall 1.50 l.55 1.50 l.'10 .0 . 0 1.05 1.15 l.25 1.22 
Virginia 
Fall .95 1.60 1.00 .75 .50 1.40 .75 l.60 .60 l.02 
New Jersey 
Fall l.60 1.25 1.15 . 0 .75 1.00 .55 1.25 .70 1.01 
United tatcs' 1.75 1.63 1.40 1.30 .9 .92 . 4 1.02 1.22 1.23 
Amount United 
State price ex-
c clcd Louisiana 
( pring) price .20 .28 .35 .49 .42 .10 .12 .31 .02 .26 
'These prices arc weighted vcrnges of prices in the abO\•e and other tatcs. 
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TABLE 6 
NET EXPORTS OR IMPORTS OF CERTAIN FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 
FOR THE UNITED STATES 
AMOUNT OF NET EXPORTS1 
YEAR Apples Onions Oranges Peaches Pears Potatoes Tomatoes 
1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 JOOO 
bu. sacks boxes bu. bu. bu. bu. 
1919 3,987 493 1,61 9 1,399 -3,212 
1920 10,466 571 2,001 392 1,399 
1921 3,686 350 1,64 1 699 222 
1922 6,943 615 l ,799 2,025 l ,890 2,408 
1923 16,7 9 417 2,592 2,786 1,904 2,5 12 
1924 12, 63 905 2,197 2,044 2,089 3,187 
1925 15,101 925 2,253 2,42 3,199 -3,575 
1926 26,647 9 6 3,340 2,77 1 3,024 -4,205 
1927 13,013 472 2,9 2, 97 2,253 - 1,3 13 
1928 29,372 - 1,644 4,223 3,937 3, 79 528 -44,365 
1929 14,269 174 3,67-l 2,3 9 2,922 -3,521 - 54,449 
1930 26,437 216 3,984 2,776 5,3 17 -4,155 -3'6,25 1 
1931 23,246 19 3,534 2,536 4, 157 - 5 5 - 41,185 
1932 20,1 6 266 3,391 2,470 4,509 534 -25,672 
1933 I ,9 5 16 3,449 2,597 4,979 - 1,381 - 24,339 
1934 12,166 30 4,092 l , 49 4,30 686 - 30,301 
1935 I ,31 194 5,446 3,429 3,507 926 -26,658 
1936 9,6 107 3,03 2, 11 0 3,622 -2, -23,260 
'Minus igns indicate n t imports. 
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although the absolute quantities exported have been much smaller. Exports of 
oranges increased until 1928, after which they remained about stable in amount, 
except in 1935, when they were unusually large. Potatoes have fluctuated be-
tween an export and an import basis, largely depending upon the size of the crop 
produced in the United States. The imports of tomatoes have been declining 
gradually and in an irregular manner since 1928. Since 1931 onions have been 
on an export basis, as compared with an import basis from 1922 to 1929 and in 
1931. The trade was of greater importance for tomatoes ·and apples than for tie 
other products. 
The relationship between production in the United States and net exports 
or imports !s shown in Table 7. The net exports of apples varied from less than 
3 per cent of the total production in this country in 1919 to more than 17 per 
cent in 1930. Since 1930 the percentage has declined considerably. The percent-
age of oranges exported has shown no definite trend either upward or down-
ward, although the amount exported increased especially during the first part 
of the period. The exports of peaches have constituted a smaller percentage of 
the crop produced than was true for either apples or oranges, while the exports 
of pears have usually been of somewhat more importance, in proportion to the 
amount produced. The exports or imports of potatoes have never amounted to 
more than l.3 per cent of the crop grown in the United States and consequently 
were a rather insignificant factor in the market. The net exports or imports of 
onions exceeded I 0 per cent of the production of the United States in Of!ly one year. 
From 1928 to 1935 they amounted to less than 2 per cent of the total. However, 
in 1936 the exports increased to 6.2 per cent of the United States production. The 
net imports of toma oes, which come largely from Cuba and Mexico, have 
amounted to a much larger proportion of the commercial production of the 
United States than have the imports of any of the other products under consid-
eration. However the percentage has generally been declining since 192 , and 
amounted to less than one-fourth of the domestic production in 1936. 
Tt is apparent from the data presented that the foreign trade of the United 
States in fru its and vegetables is of relatively little direct importance to Louisiana. 
nly relatively small amounts of the more importan~ crops grown in the state 
enter into international trade. The principal competition that Louisiana pro-
ducers have, therefore, is that from producers in other states. Unfortunately, 
the avai lable data are insufficient to how accurately the amount of various fruits 
and vegetables shipped out of and into Louisiana although it is a matter of 
common knowledge that most of the commercial crop of the more important 
ones is shipped to markets outside the state. However, thi is not true of oranges 
and perhaps it is not true of some of the fruits and vegetables of minor impor-
tance in the state. 
Form Prices 
The prices of Louisiana fruit and egetablcs, as shown in Figure 9, have 
had a general tendency to deer ase during the period 1919 to 1932 with only 
a relatively slight rise since then. The average rate of decrease in the index 
number of prices for the entire period was 4.2 points per year, as compared with 
the averag rate of increa e in the quantit produced of 3.3 points per year. The 
decrease in prices was mot rapid from 1925 to 1932. ince 1932 there has been 
a gradual incr a c. Most of the decline in prices until 1932 wa merely a part 
of th d dine that was occurring in all price in the United tates at that time. 
When an allowance is made for this factor and the result plotted in the dotted 
line in Figure 9, it is apparent that the purchasing power of the price of Lou-
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TABLE 7 
PER CENT OF UNITED STATES PRODUCTION OF VARIOUS FRUITS 
• AND VEGETABLES EXPORTED OR IMPORTED 
PER CE. T OF PRODUCTIO EXPORTED1 
YEAR 
Apples Onions Oranges Peaches Pears Potatoes Tomatoes 
1919 2.7 6. l 7.0 2.7 - 1.l 
1920 5.0 4.7 6.2 0.9 0.4 
192 1 3.9 4.3 7.l 2.l O. l 
1922 3.7 -5. 5.5 3.5 9.4 0.6 
1923 9.3 - 4.2 6. 6.2 J 1.2 0.7 
1924 8.0 - .9 7.2 4.0 Il.3 0.8 
' 
1925 10.0 - 9.5 65 5.5 16.0 - 1.2 
1926 11. - 8.2 .3 4.3 12.3 - 1.3 
1927 11.3 - 3.5 9.0 7.0 12.5 -0.4 
1928 16.6 - 14.5 7.7 6. l 16.5 0.1 - 82.9 
1929 10.7 - J.2 11.2 5.4 13.8 - 1.l - 71.5 
1930 17.2 1.5 7.2 5.1 20.3 - 1.2 -43.9 
1931 I 1.4 - 1.9 7.0 3.3 I 7.8 -0.2 - 76.5 
1932 14.4 1.7 6.6 5. 20.4 0.1 -40.6 
1933 13.3 1.4 7.3 5.8 23.5 - 0.4 - 42.6 
1934 IO.I 0.2 6.3 4. 1 18.3 0.2 - 40.5 
1935 10.9 1.4 10.3 6.5 16.5 0.2 - 31.4 
1936 9.0 6.2 5.0 4.6 15.0 -0.9 - 24.5 
' Minus sign indi aces nee impor 
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1s1ana fruits and vegetables decl ined much less than the actual prices in dollars. 
The average rate of decline in purchasing power for the entire period was 0.9 
points per year. However, the purchasing power continued to decline until 1935, 
in place of starting to rise in 1933, as was the case with prices. Ordinarily, the 
production of any crop tends to decline when its purchasing power declines. 
One possible explanation of why this did not happen in this case is that the fa rm 
price of cotton in Louisiana declined even more during the recent depression 
than did the average farm price of fruits and vegetables in the state. This might 
be expected to encourage the increased production of fruits and vegetables in 
the state, both for commercial purposes and for home use. However, there is no 
avai lable method by which the effects of this factor can be accurately measured. 
Figure 9 al o shows the index of prices of Louisiana sweetpotatoes, potatoes, 
and str. wherries. The price of potatoes declined much more during the period 
studied than the prices of the other two crops. trawberry prices showed the least 
fluctuation , but decli ned at about the same rate as the a erage prices of all the 
fruits and vegetables studied. weetpotatoes ' ere unu ually high in price in 
1924, primari ly because of an unusually mall crop in the United States that 
year. Ocherwi e, the pri ces o( sweetpotatoe followep about the same trend as 
th averag . T he farm prices of the other crop included in the general index 
howed a great many individual variation from year to year, but most of them 
fo llowed the same general cours a tho al ready described. In most cases the 
trend wa downward. This was e pecially marked in the case of peaches, pears, 
and pecans. The prices of Louisiana oranges remained relatively high unti l 1929 
but d dined dra tically from th n until 1933. 
A comparison of the f, rm pric of Loui iana fruits and vegetables with the 
averag fa rm prices of th same product for the entire United tates, as shown 
in Figure l 0, indic, te that while the general trend were the same, the yea r to 
y ar fluctuation were om times quite different. This was particularly notice-
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able in 1919, 1925, and 1929, when Louisiana prices were relatively much below 
those for the United State . To a considerable extent this was caused by unusually 
high prices for potatoes for the entire United States as compared with potato 
prices in Louisiana for those years. Since Louisiana produces only early potatoes 
which are sold at a different season of the year than the main crop of the United 
States, the price of Louisiana potatoes may differ considerably in any year from 
the average price of all potatoes for the entire country. It is also true that the 
price of potatoes showed con iderably more variation from year to year than that 
of most of the other commodities. 
Logically, it would be expected that the yearly fluctuations in the farm prices 
of particular fruits and vegetables would be about th same in Louisiana as in 
the enti re country. The important fruits and vegetables produced in Louisiana 
ar sold largely in the s me metropolitan markets as th same products from 
other states. Thi direct competition normally keeps farm pric s in different 
parts of the country adjusted to approximately the same level, if allowance is 
made for differences in tran portation cot from different state to the terminal 
markets. However, this adju tment is never exact for various reasons. There i 
variation in the time when products from different state arc marketed, which 
m y account for a variable price relationship from year to year. Also, there are 
variation in the quality of fruit and vegetables from different states and from 
the s m state for different year , which may re ult in change in price relation-
hip . Variation in production from one year to another often differ markedly 
in direction and amount in different tate , which is another important reason 
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for changing price relationship , especially when combined with the others al-
ready mentioned. The lines in Figure JO illustrating the index of prices of sweet-
! otatoes, strawberries, and potatoes show the extent of ariations from these and 
other causes from 1919 to 1936. 
Form Values 
The farm va lues of the different fruits and egetablcs produced in Louisiana 
hav fluctuated widely since 1919. These changes for all fruits and vegetables 
combined and for sweetpotatoes potatoes and strawberries individually are shown 
in Figure 11 in the form of index numbers. The olid lines indicate actual values 
in terms of dollars; the dotted lines show purchasing power; that is, they show 
what the values would have been if the average price level of all commodities 
in the United States had remained stationary. Each of these indices is an aver-
age of the corresponding index of production and price. The chart shows that 
the index of actual unadjusted value for all Loui iana fruit and vegetables gen-
rally increased from 1919 to 1926. Jc decrea ed from 1926 to 1932 and has in-
creased somewhat since chat time, especially in 1936. When reduced to terms 
of purcha ing power, the farm value showed a tendency co increase until 1926, 
after which the general trend remained approximatel level. 
The ind x of farm value of Louisiana ~ ectpotatocs in terms of actual dol-
lars showed a general tenden y to decline from 1919 to 1932, although values 
w re relatively high in 1925, 1926, and 1927. ince 1932 the value of sweet-
potato has increa d rapidly. It approximately doubled from 1932 to 1936. 
Mo t of this recent increa in value has been cau ed by a rise in production, 
although this i not true of the increase in 1936 ' hich resulted from a rise in 
price, since the production in 1936 was somewhat smaller than that in 1935. 
The farm value of Loui iana potatoes reached a rather high point in 1925 
and 192 after which it declined until 1933. The increa ed value in 1936 was 
au ed mo tly by an unusually large rise in price that year. The decline in value 
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from 1926 to 1933 occurred at a time when the production of potatoes in the 
state was increasing and was therefore, caused primarily by declining prices. 
The situation with respect to strawberries differed somewhat from that for 
either sweetpotatoes or potat~s. There was a genera l tendency for their farm 
value to increase until 1928 with another fairly high peak in 1931. After 1931, 
strawberries declined rapidly in farm value until 1935. The increase in 1936 was 
somewhat less than the increa e for either potatoes or sweetpotatoe . This d dine 
in farm value was caused mo tly by a decline in production, although farm prices 
did decline considerably from 1931 to 1932. From 1932 to 1935 farm prices were 
rising rather slowly, but thi n e was not enough to counteract the influ nee of 
the decline in production. 
Changes in the farm alue of other Louisiana fruits and vegetables not 
shown in Figure l I are gi en in Tables and F in the Appendix. The .large 
declines in the alue of apples and peache are e pecially notic ab! . range 
increased during mo t of the period and showed le s tendency to decline follow-
ing 1929 than mot of the other crop . one of the crop Ii ted increa ed a 
rapidly in value after 1932 a weetpotatoes, and the va lue of many of th minor 
crops has incr ased very little or not at all in recent year . 
A comparison of farm value of all fruit and vegetabl and of sweetpotatoes, 
potatoes, and strawberries individually in the nited tate and in Louisiana i 
given in Figure 12. The farm alue of all fruits and vegetables declined mu h 
more from 1919 to 1932 for the entire country than it did for L ui iana. in e 
1932, the general trend of the increases in the index of value has been about the 
same for the United tare and for Loui iana. 
The farm alue of we tpotatoe , a hown by the indices, d lined mor 
from 1919 to 1930 for the nited tate th. n for Louisi, na, and it incre, sc 
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since that time has been much less than the increase in value in Louisiana. The 
farm value of potatoes has been much more variable from year to year for the 
entire United States than for Louisiana. Also, the long-time trend in the value 
of potatoes was rather definitely downward for the United States but nearly 
horizontal for Louisiana. The general trend of the farm value of strawberries 
was upward until 1927 in the United States, and until 1931 in Louisiana. Fol-
lowing these dates the trends were downward in both instances until 1934 and 
1935, after which there was some increase. Throughout the early part of the 
period the farm value increased in Louisiana at a more rapid rate than in tht" 
United States. 
Summa ry 
The production of fruits and vegetables in Louisiana has been increasing in 
amount at a rather steady rate since 1919. There also has been an increase in the 
United States, but the increase in Louisiana has been somewhat more rapid 
than that for the entire country. In Louisiana, most of the increase has been in 
sweetpotatoes, potatoes, strawberries and oranges: The first three of these ac-
count for about 80 per cent of the total value of all fruits and vegetables produc-
ed in the state. In general, the production of those crops that were produced in 
the largest amounts at the beginning of the period 1919 to 1936 increased durjng 
the p riod. There was little or no consistent tendency for the production of 
most of the minor crops to increase. 
Such information as is available, although incomplete, shows that the North 
Central states provide the most important markets for Louisiana fruits and vege-
tables. A somewhat larger percentage of Louisiana strawberries than of other 
products is sent to markets in the northeastern part of the country, while mar-
kets in the western regions receive a relatively greater proportion of the state's 
sweetpotatoes. 
The farm prices of fruits and vegetables grqwn in Louisiana declined almost 
continuously from 1925 to 1932, but the general price level of all commodities 
in the United States also declined during this period. Consequently, the decline 
in the purchasing power of L uisiana fruits and egetables was not as great as 
the decline in price. It is also true that the increase in purchasing power since 
1932 has not been as great as the increase in price. 
The farm value of any crop is dependent upon the amount produced and 
the price at which it can be sold. The amounts of Louisiana fruits and vege-
tables that were produced increased during the time prices were declining, al-
though not as rapidly a prices declined. s a result the farm values of these 
products declined less &om 1925 to 1932 than did farm prices. The purchasing 
power of these farm values increased from 1919 to 1926 and has remained about 
stationary, except for some minor year to year fluctuations, since then. 
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APPENDIX 
Tobie A- Production, Form Price and Form Value (Actual and Adjusted to 
the General Price Level ) of Louisiana Fruits and Vegetables, 1919 to 1936' 
APPLES {Total Crop) 
FARM PRICE FARM VALUE 
PRODUCTIO {Dollars per Bushel) {I 000 Dollars) YEAR ( 1000 Bushels) 
Actual Adjusted Actual Adjusted 
1919 44 2.00 .96 88 42 
1920 34 2.00 .85 68 29 
1921 35 2.00 J.47 70 51 
1922 37 2.25 1.55' 83 57 
1923 31 2.00 l.39 62 43 
1924 30 1.62 1.15 49 35 
1925 28 1.66 1.09 46 31 
1926 35 1.31 .90 46 32 
1927 18 1.81 1.31 33 24 
1928 30 l.35 .94 41 28 
1929 17 1.45 I.OZ 25 17 
1930 25 1.40 1.14 35 29 
1931 30 .95 .90 29 27 
1932 1.05 l.11 8 9 
1933 22 1.22 1.20 27 26 
1934 12 1.28 1.15 15 14 
1935 13 l.ZO 1.02 16 13 
1936 14 1.35 l.13 19 16 
BE s- s AP (Commercial Crop) 
1919 297 1.73 .86 514 255 
1920 261 1.90 . 4 496 219 
1921 317 2.54 l.83 805 580 
1922 207 1.35 .95 279 197 
1923 162 2.19 1.49 355 241 
1924 455 2.64 I. 6 1,202 846 
1925 620 1.33 . 9 824 552 
1926 415 2.57 1.76 1,068 730 
1927 55 1.27 .9 1 l,086 778 
1928 781 1.40 .99 1,096 778 
1929 990 I.I .86 1,167 850 
1930 6-1 . 6 .76 32 657 
1931 10 . 2 .7 664 630 
1932 743 .55 .58 409 433 
I 33 634 .77 .79 489 502 
I 34 13 .92 .84 744 6 4 
1935 49 .77 .67 65 1 567 
1936 03 1.0 .92 6 740 
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TABLE A (Continued) 
CABBAGE (Commercial Crop) 
FARM PRJCE FARM VALUE 
PRODUCTION (Dollars per Bushel)• ( 1000 Dollars) YEAR (1000 Bushels)• 
Actual Adjusted Actual Adjusted 
1919 6,300 52.50 27 331 170 
1920 13,162 40.20 17 529 224 
192l 10,112 13.42 9 136 91 
1922 10,000 20.00 15 200 150 
1923 7,400 55.95 37 414 274 
1924 12,300 50.51 35 621 431 
1925 25,000 26.53 663 450 
1926 47,600 43.32 29 2,062 1,380 
1927 69,600 2l.87 16 1,522 1,114 
1928 15,800 23.10 16 365 253 
1929 14,600 22.10 16 323 234 
1930 6,900 35.80 27 247 186 
1931 17,800 16.60 15 295 267 
1932 12,BOO 26.50 28 339 358 
1933 10,600 21.60 24 229 254 
1934 26,000 10.60 10 276 260 
1935 8,300 23.00 20 191 166 
1936 10,500 18.50 16 194 168 
"Production of cabbage in tons and Farm Price in dollars per ton. 
0 10 s (Commercial Crop} 
• 
1919 89 5.00 2.51 445 223 
1920 170 1.51 .62 146 60 
1921 119 1.67 1.20 198 141 
1922 330 2.65 I. 9 498 353 
1923 62 3.17 2.14 195 132 
1924 I 19 1.56 1.14 186 134 
1925 158 2.39 1.59 37 253 
1926 201 2.05 1.40 412 282 
1927 1 0 2.14 1.55 3 6 278 
192 167 1.56 1.10 261 185 
1929 158 1.90 1.37 302 216 
1930 44 2.03 1.59 89 70 
1931 54 2.09 1.97 112 105 
1932 51 1.40 1.49 72 77 
1933 18 1.75 1. 6 32 33 
1934 67 1.00 .93 67 62 
1935 49 1.65 1.42 81 70 
1936 60 1.75 1.51 105 91 
"Production of onions in 1,000 sa ks of I 00 pound and Farm Price in dollars per sack. 
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TABLE A (Continued) 
ORA GES (Total Crop) 
FARM PRICE ' FARM VALUE 
PRODUCTIO (Dollars per Bu he! )• (1000 Dollars) 
YEAR (1000 Bushels)• 
Actual Adjusted Actual Adjusted 
1919 37 3.12 1.44 11 5 53 
1920 42 2.2 1 1.1 8 93 50 
1921 50 2.93 2. 15 147 108 
1922 60 2.22 1.51 137 91 
192} 75 1.92 1.33 144 100 
1924 75 2.20 1.51 165 11 3 
1925 100 2.70 1.78 270 178 
1926 150 2.60 1.82 390 273 
1927 200 4.00 2. 4 800 568 
1928 220 3.00 2.l 4 660 471 
1929 187 3.35 2.45 626 458 
1930 195 2.05 l. 74 400 339 
1931 245 l.75 1.73 429 424 
1932 241 1.25 1.36 30 1 328 
1933 212 1.00 .96 212 204 
1934 2 3 1.25 l.1 2 366 328 
1935 244 2.05 1.74 500 425 
1936 309 2. 10 1.72 649 531 
•Production of oranges in 1,000 boxes and Farm Price in dollars per box. 
PEACHES (Total rop) 
1919 3 2 1.90 .94 726 359 
1920 269 2.75 1.14 740 306 
192 1 264 2.50 l.84 660 487 
1922 I 0 l.67 l.1 7 30 1 21 l 
1923 175 2.00 l.37 350 240 
1924 230 l. 0 1.29 414 296 
1925 275 2.00 1.32 550 363 
1926 22 1.50 1.03 342 235 
1927 6 I. 0 1.30 155 11 2 
1928 211 1.60 1.1 3 338 238 
1929 195 1.70 1.21 332 236 
1930 142 1.75 uo 249 199 
1931 310 1.05 1.00 326 310 
1932 91 1.05 1.1 2 96 102 
1933 15 I.I O 1.12 174 177 
1934 19 .75 .69 H9 137 
1935 175 1.05 .9 1 184 15 
1936 22 1.10 .95 251 217 
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TABLE A (Continued ) 
PEARS (Total Crop) 
FARM PRICE FARM VALUE 
PRODUCTION • (Dollars per Bushel) ( !000 Dollars) 
YEAR ( !000 Bushels) 
Actual Adjusted Actual Adjusted 
1919 59 1.25 .60 74 35 
1920 47 1.75 .74 82 35 
192 1 38 2.29 1.6 87 64 
1922 4 1.71 I.I 82 57 
1923 45 1.70 1.18 77 53 
1924 65 1.90 1.35 124 88 
1925 74 1.45 .95 107 70 
1926 7l 1.30 .9 92 63 
1927 50 1.40 l.01 70 50 
1928 69 l.35 .94 93 65 
1929 64 J.35 .96 86 61 
1930 60 1.30 1.06 7 64 
193 1 90 .90 .6 81 77 
1932 48 .70 .74 34 36 
1933 31 1.00 .9 31 30 
1934 69 .55 .49 38 34 
1935 50 .75 .64 38 32 
1936 77 .65 .5'1 50 42 
POTATOES (Total Crop) 
1919 1,060 2.20 1.10 2,332 1,166 
1920 1,2 10 2.03 . 3 2,456 1,004 . 
192 1 1,449 1.80 1.29 2,60 1,869 
1922 1,392 1.50 1.07 2,0 1,489 
1923 1,472 1.50 1.01 2,20 1,487 
1924 1,5 12 1.50 1.07 2,26 1,618 
1925 l ,653 2.10 1.40 3,471 2,314 
1926 l, 1 1.90 1.30 3,574 2,445 
1927 1,90 1.65 1.1 9 3,14 2,270 
1928 2,470 1.00 .70 2,470 1,729 
1929 1,624 1.45 1.04 2,355 1,689 
1930 2,040 1.35 1.05 2,754 2,142 
193 1 3,600 .51 .4 I, 36 1,728 
1932 2,040 . 4 .9 1,714 1,8 16 
1933 2,052 .76 . I 1,560 1,662 
1934 2,520 .71 .66 1,7 9 1,663 
1935 2,535 .69 .59 1,749 1,496 
1936 2,652 1.15 .99 3,050 2,625 
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TABLE A (Continued ) 
STRAWBERRIES (Commercial Crop) 
FARM PRICE FARM VALUE 
PRODUCTION (Dollars per Bushel)• ( I 000 Dollars) 
YEAR ( 1000 Bushels)• Actual Adjusted Actual Adjusted 
1919 222 6.24 3.20 1,385 710 
1920 455 6.72 2.81 3,058 1,278 
192 1 701 6.48 4.47 4,542 3,133 
1922 879 4.32 3. 15 3,797 2,769 
1923 777 6.00 3.97 4,662 3,085 
1924 745 6.48 4.56 4,828 3,397 
1925 <131 7.92 5.28 3,4 14 2,276 
1926 l ,041 5.96 4.05 6,204 4,2 16 
1927 696 5.52 4.00 3,842 2,784 
1928 1,346 6.30 4.47 8,480 6,0 17 
1929 l ,248 4.70 3.38 5,866 4,218 
1930 968 5.40 4.12 5,227 3,988 
1931 1,845 4.40 4.04 8, 11 8 7,454 
1932 1,541 2.70 2.8 1 4,161 4,330 
1933 1,278 2.90 3.26 3,706 4,166 
1934 1,242 3.05 2.82 3,788 3,502 
1935 771 3.75 3.23 3,89 1 2,490 
1936 1,243 4.00 3.42 4,972 4,251 
•Production of strawberries in 1,000 crates of 24 quarts and Farm Price in dollars per crate. 
SWEETPOT A TOES (Tota l Crop) 
1919 5,440 1.15 .52 6,256 2, 29 
1920 6,480 .93 .51 6,026 3,305 
1921 5,840 .65 .47 3,796 2,745 
1922 5,440 .61 .4 1 3,318 2,230 
1923 4,320 .95 .66 4,104 2,85 1 
1924 2,250 1.5 1.07 3,555 2,408 
1925 4,200 1.1 5 .77 4,830 3,234 
1926 5,14 .90 .63 4,633 3,243 
1927 6, 06 .70 .50 4,764 3,403 
1928 4,774 .85 .61 4,058 2,912 
1929 4,958 .85 .63 4,2 14 3,126 
1930 4,080 .90 .78 3,672 3,182 
193 1 6,059 .60 .60 3,635 3,635 
1932 7,326 .46 .50 3,370 3,663 
1933 6,566 .65 .62 4,268 4,071 
1934 7,722 .74 .65 5,714 5,019 
1935 • 56 .58 .50 5,136 4,428 
1936 7,797 . 9 .74 6,939 5,770 
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TABLE A (Continued ) 
PECANS (Total Crop) 
FARM PRICE FARM VALUE 
PRODUCTION (Dollars per Bushel) • ( I 000 Dollars) 
YEAR ( 1000 Bushels)• 
Actual Adjusted Actual Adjusted 
1924 1,750 25.9 17.5 453 306 
1925 5,530 19.3 12.8 1,067 708 
1926 5,530 16.3 11.4 901 630 
1927 2,651 19.3 13.7 511 363 
1928 5,000 13.l 9.'I 655 470 
1929 2,500 17.4 12.8 435 320 
1930 8,000 13.8 11.9 1,104 952 
1931 6,000 8.9 .9 534 534 
1932 3,700 7.9 8.7 292 322 
1933 7,000 6.7 6.4 469 448 
1934 2, 170 11.9 10.6 258 230 
1935 4,400 8.0 6. 352 299 
1936 3,900 11.6 9.4 452 366 
•pr~duccion of pecans in 1,000 pounds and Farm Price in cen ts per poond. 
BEETS (Commercial Crop) 
< ' 
1928 152 .56 ,39 85 59 
1929 134 .48 .35 64 47 
1930 208 .64 .50 133 104 
1931 201 .36 .34 72 68 
1932 23 1 .45 .48 104 111 
1933 162 .38 .40 62 65 
1934 309 .30 .28 93 86 
1935 200 .48 .'II 96 82 
1936 162 .40 .35 65 57 
CARROTS (Commercial Crop) 
1928 299 .51 .36 152 108 
192 254 .62 .'15 157 114 
1930 265 .50 .3 132 101 
193 1 143 .31 .2 44 40 
1932 233 .40 .42 93 98 
1933 79 .37 .41 29 32 
1934 106 .32 .30 34 32 
1935 97 .60 .52 58 50 
1936 84 .40 .34 34 29 
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TABLE A (Continued ) 
CUCUMBERS (Commercial Crop) 
FARM PRICE FARM VALUE 
PRODUCTIO (Dollars per Bushel) (I 000 Dollars) 
YEAR (I 000 Bushels) Actual Adjusted Actual Adjusted 
1928 106 1.12 .79 JJ 9 84 
1929 11 4 1.1 7 .84 133 96 
1930 142 .94 .76 134 108 
193 ! 76 .82 .78 62 59 
1932 54 .52 .55 28 30 
•!933 49 .49 .49 24 24 
1934 76 .45 .41 34 ·31 
1935 76 .62 .53 47 40 
1936 79 .76 .64 60 51 
EGGPLANT (Commercial Crop) 
1928 67 .90 .63 60 42 
1929 62 1.30 .92 81 57 
1930 56 .87 .71 49 40 
193 1 43 1.50 1.43 65 61 
1932 47 1.00 1.06 47 50 
1933 44 .75 .74 33 33 
1934 52 .50 .45 26 23 
1935 67 .75 .65 50 44 
1936 35 .60 .51 21 18 
PEAS-CREEN (Commercial Crop) 
192 77 1.6 l.l 129 91 
1929 79 2.3 1.72 18 136 
1930 4 1.75 1.35 147 11 3 
193 1 62 1.60 1.4 99 92 
1932 60 2.0 2.1 1 120 127 
1933 59 I. 0 2.00 106 11 8 
1934 64 1.15 1.06 74 68 
1935 5 I.I 0 . 4 64 55 
1936 52 1.70 l.47 76 
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TABLE A (Continued ) 
PEPPERS (Commercial Crop) 
FARM PRICE FARM VALUE 
PRODUCTION (Dollars per Bushel) ( 1000 Dollars) 
YEAR ( 1000 Bushels) 
Actual Adjusted Actual Adjusted 
1928 294 .90 .63 265 185 
1929 260 .93 .66 242 172 
1930 172 .70 .56 120 96 
1931 242 .65 .62 157 150 
1932 I 17 .75 .90 99 105 
1933 220 .60 .61 132 134 
1934 152 .48 .44 73 67 
1935 279 .49 .42 137 ll7 
1936 142 .48 .'11 68 58 
SPINACH (Commercial Crop) 
1928 225 .48 .34 108 77 
1929 310 .48 35 149 109 
1930 100 .50 38 50 38 
1931 105 .40 .37 42 39 
1932 102 .40 .42 41 43 
1933 126 .30 33 38 42 
1934 142 .29 .27 41 38 
1935 85 .45 .3 38 32 
1936 92 .35 .30 32 28 
TOMATOES (Commercial Crop) 
1928 166 1.25 20 146 
1929 93 1.25 .90 114 84 
1930 148 1.10 . 6 163 127 
1931 147 1.25 I.I l 4 173 
1932 125 l.45 1.54 1 l 193 
1933 141 .90 .94 127 133 
1934 177 .70 .64 124 113 
1935 114 .75 .65 6 74 
1936 132 1.00 1.1'1 132 150 
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TABLE A !Continued ) 
' The data for production and actual farm price and farm value were taken from various reports 
of the United States Depa rtment of Agriculture. The production figures used represent 
the tota l crop in all cases for which such da ta were ava ilable; otherwise, they represent 
the commercial crop (as indica ted in the head ings). The "adjusted" farm price and farm 
value figures were calculated by dividing the "actual" prices and values by the index 
number of wholesale prices of all commodities, as published by the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics of the United States Depa rtment 6£ Labor, after adjusting the index number to 
a 1910 to 1914 base. The index number used for each crop was the average monthly 
index for the marketing season for chat crop. The months used for each crop were: 
Apples, July, August, September; Brans-map, April May, Tune, October, November; 
Cabbage, December, January February, March, April , May, June; Onion s, April , May, 
June, July; Oranges, October, ovember, December, January; Peaches, June, July; Pears, 
July ,August, September; Potatoes, April, May, Tune, Tuly; Strawberries, March, April, 
Ma y; Swu1polntoe1, July, August, September, October, November, December, January, 
February, March, April, May, June; Pecans, December; Buts, May, June; Carrots, January, 
February, March, April, May, June; Cucumbers, May, June, July, August, September, Oc-
tober, November; Eggplant, July, August; Peas-green, April, May; Peppers, Tune, July; 
Spinach, April , May; Tomatoes, May, June, July. The average used was a simple average. 
It was not weight d according to the relative importance of the different months in th 
marketing of the various crops, The fa rm prices are the average prices for the crop 
season for each crop except pecans; for pecans the December i' price wa used. 
TABLE B 
INDEX OF PHYSICAL PRODUCTION OF LOUISIANA FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 1928 = 100 
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1 19 51.1 146.i 3 .0 39.9 53.3 16. l 1.0 55 42.9 16.5 113.9 
1 20 63.2 113.3 33.4 3.3 5 .1 19.1 127.5 6 .I 49.0 33. 135.7 
1921 6 .6 116.7 40.6 64.0 71.3 22.7 125.1 55.l 5 .6 52.1 122.3 
1922 73.0 123.3 26.- 63.3 112.6 27.3 5.3 69.6 56.3 65.3 113.9 
I 23 63.3 103.3 20.7 46. 37.l 34.1 2.9 65.2 59.6 57.7 0.5 
~ I 24 55.9 100.0 5 .3 77. 71.3 34.1 109.0 94.2 61.2 55.3 47.1 35.0 
I 25 62.1 93.3 79.4 15 .2 94.6 45.5 130.3 10 .2 66.9 32.0 .0 110.6 
l<.12 1.7 116.7 53.1 301.3 120. 6 .2 10 . I 102.9 76. 1 77.3 107. I 10.6 
1927 5. 60.0 10 .5 '140.5 107. 90. 40. 72.5 77.2 51.7 I 42.5 53.0 
192, 100.0 100.0 10 .0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
I 2 90.0 5 .7 126. 2.4 4.6 5.0 2.4 2. 65.7 92.7 JO . 50.0 . I 4. 107.5 2.5 102.6 .4 137.7 56.0 
19 0 1.6 3.3 110.6 43.7 26.3 .6 67.3 6". 2.6 71. 5.4 106.0 136. .6 133.9 3.6 109. 1 5 .5 44.4 9.2 
19 I 127.2 100.0 103.7 112 .6 32.3 I I !.'I 146.9 130.4 145.7 137. I 126. 120.0 132.2 47. 71.7 64.2 o.s 2.3 46.7 .6 
19 2 107. 26.7 95.1 1.0 30.5 109.5 43.1 69.6 2.6 I 14.5 153.4 74.0 152.0 77.9 .50.9 70.1 77.9 39. 45.3 75.3 
1933 99.9 73.3 1.2 67.1 10. 96.4 74.9 4i.9 3.1 94.9 137.5 140.0 106.6 26.4 46.2 65.7 76.6 74. 56.0 4.9 
1934 110.6 40.0 104.l 164.6 40.1 133.2 93. 100.0 102.0 92.3 161.7 43.4 203.3 35.5 71.7 77.6 83.1 51.7 63.1 106.6 
1935 96.6 43.3 10 .7 52.5 29.3 110.9 2.9 72.5 102.6 57.3 1 5.5 .0 131.6 32.4 71.7 100.0 75.3 94.9 37.8 6 .7 
1936 109.4 46.7 102.8 66.5 35.9 140.5 10 .I I 11.6 107.4 92.3 163.3 7R.O 106.6 28.1 74.5 52.2 67.5 4 .3 40.9 79.5 
TABLE C 
INDEX OF FARM PRICE OF LOUISIANA FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 1928 = 100 
~ ~ Cl 0. .. c C1 .. .. 
" :'.! ... %) ~ c ·;: E 
.JS r ~ YEAR · - ..0 I ., .. ~ .... ~ c 2 ll .. 0( .. ~ .. JS !:? E " :'.! -5 u .. ., ..8 c ..c ?: c 0 Cl. g_ .. ~~ 0. c 0 c :'.! u l!l "' .. v El a .... c E Q. £ ..0 ·;: e ~ £ ~ (,; 8 .... v c.;, .. Q. 8 0 ?: d:'. c3 "' "-0 u (,; ·s. 0 <> < 0 c.. c.. Vi (/) a:i u w c.. c.. (/) !-
19 19 137.2 14 .1 125.0 227.3 320.5 104.0 11 . 92.6 220.0 99.0 135.3 
1920 123. 14 . I 135.7 174.0 96. 73.7 171.9 129.6 203.0 106.7 109.4 
I 21 10 .6 H .I I 1.4 5 .I 107.1 97.7 156.3 169.6 I 0.0 102.9 76.5 
1922 u 166.6 96.-1 6.6 169.9 74 .0 104.4 126.7 150.0 6 .6 71.7 
1923 113.5 14 . I 156.4 242.2 203.2 HO 125.0 125 .9 150.0 95 .2 ll 1.7 
.J>. 1924 136.6 120.0 1 .6 21 .7 100.0 73.3 112.5 140.7 150.0 102.9 I 5.9 197. N 
1925 13 .6 123.0 95.0 114. 153.2 90.0 125.0 107.4 210.0 125.7 135.3 147.3 
1926 II A 97.0 I 3.6 I 7.5 131.4 6.7 93. 96.3 190.0 94.6. 105.9 124.4 
192 104.7 134.1 90.7 94.7 137.2 133.3 112.5 103.7 165.0 7.6 2.3 147.3 
192 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
1929 95.4 JO .4 4.3 95.7 121. 111.7 106.3 100.0 145.0 74.6 100.0 132. 85.7 121.6 104.5 144.4 141.7 103.3 100.0 100.0 
1930 9 .3 103.7 6 .6 155.0 130.1 6 .3 109.4 96.3 135.0 5.7 105.9 105.3 114.3 9 .0 3.9 96.7 104.2 77. 104.2 88.0 
1931 6 .7 70.-1 5 .6 71. 134.0 5 .3 65.6 66.7 51.0 69. 70.6 67.9 64.2 60.8 73.2 166.7 95.2 72.2 3.3 100.0 
1932 54.9 39.3 114.7 9:7 41.7 65.6 51.9 4.0 42 .9 54.1 60.3 0.4 7 .4 46.4 111.1 119.0 94.4 3.3 116.0 
1933 60.5 90.4 55.0 93.5 112.2 33.3 6. 74.1 76.0 46.0 76.5 51.1 67.9 72.5 43. 3.3 107.I 66.7 62.5 72.0 
1934 63.5 94. 65.7 45.9 64.l 41.7 46.9 40.7 71.0 4 .4 7.l 90. 53.6 62.7 40.2 55.6 6 .5 53.3 60.4 56.0 
1935 652 .9 55.0 99.6 105. 6 .3 65.6 55.6 69.0 59.5 6 .2 61.1 5. 117.6 55.4 3.3 65.5 54.4 93. 60.0 
1936 4. 100.0 7.l 0.1 112.2 '70.0 6 . 4 .2 115.0 63.5 104.7 .5 71.4 7 .4 67.9 66.7 101.2 53.3 72.9 80.0 
TABLE 0 
INDEX OF ADJUSTED' FARM PRICE OF LOUISIANA FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 1928 = 100 
"i:l ~ c: 0. "' c: " .. .. ·~ "' u !l .!! c: 
" ] r .. YEAR · -.D I u "' .. ] ~ ::: "' ..<: s 2 !! .. "'° .. 8 !l E u .. c: u "' .!! g_ u "' f:i. u c. c: .D 0 ..<: .. ~ u c: !l e ~ 0. " E =~ .D v ~ I3 " u g v bC c: 0. "' ·;:: ... .. u 8 "' 0. ~ ... u u ~ !;; ~ ~ ~ bC " "' ·a. 0 <> < t.) 0. 0. V> en 0. t.) Lt.l 0. 0. V> f-
1919 93.5 102.1 16 .7 3.2 63.8 157.l 71.6 5.2 
1920 79.9 90.4 106.2 56.4 55.1 100.8 7 .7 118.6 62.8 83.6 
1921 109.7 156.3 56.2 109.1 100.5 162. 17 .7 1 4.3 100.0 77.0 
1922 3.4 . 164. 96.0 93.7 171. 0.6 103.5 125.5 152.8 70.5 67.2 
1923 107.9 147. 150.5 231.2 194.5 62.1 121.2 125.5 144.3 108.2 
. 
1924 133.4 122.3 I 7.9 21 . 103.6 70.6 114.2 143.6 152.8 102.0 175.4 I 6.2 
~ 
w 
1925 130.3 115.9 9.9 112.5 lH.5 3.2 116. 101.1 200.0 II .I 126.2 136.2 
1926 lH.5 95.7 177. I l.2 127.3 5.0 91.1 94.7 I 5.7 90.6 103.3 1.21.3 
1 27 102. 139.4 91.9 100.0 140.9 132.7 115.0 107.4 170.0 .5 2.0 145.7 
192 100.0 100.0 I 0.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
I 2 97.6 10 .5 6.9 100.0 124.5 114.5 107.1 102.1 14 .6 75.6 103.3 136.2 9.7 125.0 106.3 146.0 145. 104. 102.9 102.3 
1930 110.9 121.2 76. 16 .7 I 44.5 1.3 123.9 112. 150.0 92.1 127. 126.6 12 .2 105.6 96.2 112.7 114.4 .9 111 .8 97.7 
I 31 90.3 95.7 3.7 179.1 0. .5 1.5 6 .6 90.4 .4 4.7 7.2 77. 9 .7 227.0 125.4 9 .4 10 . 134.1 
I 32 2.1 II .I 175.0 135.4 63.5 99.1 7 .7 127.1 62. 2.0 92.6 123.1 116.7 69.6 16 .3 17 . 142. 123.5 175.0 
1933 .7 127.6 150.0 169.l H. 99.l 104.2 115.7 72.9 101.6 6 .1 102.6 113.9 6Z.O 117.5 169.5 96. 97.l 106.8 
1934 J.0 122.3 4. 62.5 4.5 52.3 61.1 52.1 94.3 63.l 106.6 112. 71. 3.3 51.9 71.4 9.8 69.8 79.4 72.7 
1935 79.0 10 .5 67.7 125.0 129.l 1.3 0.5 6 .1 84.3 72.2 2.0 72.3 105.J 144.4 67.1 103.2 79.7 66.7 111.8 73.9 
1936 100.3 120.2 92.9 100.0 137.3 0.4 4.1 57.4 141.4 76.5 121.3 100.0 9.7 94.4 81.0 0.9 124.6 65.1 8 .2 129.S 
'Farm price adju ted lo the all-commodity price level by dividing the actual price by the index of all-commodity prices for each year. 
1919 
1920 
1921 
1922 
1923 
~ 1924 
TABLE E 
INDEX OF FARM VALUE OF LOUISIANA FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 1928 = 100 
0. 
.. 
c: 
I 
c: 
~ 
"' c 
0 
. c: 
0 
70.1 217.3 46.9 90.7 170.5 
7 .2 167.9 45.3 144.9 55.9 
74.5 172. 73.4 37.3 75.9 
61.6 205.4 25.5 54. 190. 
71. 153.0 32.4 113.4 74.7 
76.3 120.0 109.7 170.1 71.3 
"' u co 
c: 
.. 
... 
0 
., 
... 
..c:: 
.... 
~ 
., 
5 
0.. 
17.4 214. 79.2 94.4 
14.1 21 .9 .3 99.4 
22.3 195.3 93.4 I 05.6 
20.2 9.1 .2 
21. I 03.6 2.1 
25.0 I 22.5 I 32.5 
4.5 
9.4 
91. 
16.3 154.1 
36.1 14 .5 
53.6 93.5 
44. l.7 
55 .0 101.l 
56.9 7.6 
., 
c: 
.. 
.... 
u 
0.. 
69.2 
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..8 
E' 
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.. 
.S 
0. 
Vl 
~ 
.. 
E 
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1925 6.1 114.7 75.2 I 1.6 144. 40.9 162.7 115.I 140.5 40.3 119.0 162.9 
1926 10 .6 . 113.2 97.4 564.9 157.9 59.1 101.2 99.1 144.6 73.2 114.l 137.6 
1927 9. 0.-1 99.1 417.0 147.9 121.2 45.9 75.1 127.4 45.3 117.3 78.l 
I 92 100.0 I 00.0 I 00.0 I 00.0 I 00.0 I 00.0 100.0 I 00.0 100.0 I 00.0 I 00.0 100.0 l 00.0 I 00.0 I 00.0 I 00.0 I 00.0 I 00.0 I 00.0 I 00.0 
1929 5. 60.9 106.5 .5 115.7 94. 9 .2 92. 95.3 69.2 103. 66.4 75.5 103.2 112.3 133.6 145.3 ·91.3 137.7 56.0 
1930 0.2 6.4 75.9 67.7 34.I 60.6 73.7 3.7 111.5 61.6 90.4 168.5 156.3 6.8 112.3 80. 113.6 45.5 46.3 78.5 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 
1936 
6.1 0.4 60.6 0. 42.9 65.0 96.4 6.9 74.3 
59.2 20.7 37.3 92.9 27.6 45.6 2 .4 36.l 69.4 
60.4 66.2 44.6 62.7 12.2 32.1 51 .5 33.3 63.l 
0.0 37.9 67.9 75.6 25.7 55.5 44.1 40.7 72.4 
63.0 3 .5 59.4 52.3 31.0 /5. 54 .4 40.3 70. 
92.6 46.7 79.2 53.2 40.2 9 .3 74.3 53. 123.5 
95.7 9.6 1.5 4.9 29.I 52.4 107.0 76.6 59.4 3 .9 .6 
49.1 3.0 44.6 122.2 61.1 23.6 77.9 92.7 37.5 I 7.7 87.3 
43.7 105.2 71.5 72.3 19.1 20.2 54.7 2.0 49.8 35.0 61.1 
44.7 170. 39.'I IO .9 22.2 2 .8 43.l 56.9 27.5 38.l 59.7 
34.l 126.5 53.7 112. 3 .l 39.7 3.3 49.3 51.6 35.4 41.2 
5 .6 170.9 69.0 76.1 22.0 50.6 34. 6 .3 25.7 29.8 63.6 
TABLE F 
INDEX OF ADJUSTED' FARM VALUE OF LOUISIANA FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 1928 = 100 
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1919 47.0 149. 32. 67.3 120. 11.3 15Q.6 54.5 67.4 11. 97.0 
1920 52.4 102.4 2 .I .4 32.2 10.5 12 .5 53.5 5 .I 21.2 113.4 
1921 74.6 l 2.4 74.6 36.0 76.5 22.8 203.7 9 .5 10 .0 52.1 94.l 
1922 61.2 203.6 253 59.3 191.2 19.3 .3 7.3 6.0 46.0 76.5 
1923 6 .5 152. 31.0 10 .2 71.2 21.2 100.5 I. 6.0 51.2 97.9 
1924 75.0 125.0 10 .7 170.2 72.4 24.I 124.5 135.3 93.5 56.4 2.6 65.2 
~ 
V\ 
1925 0.9 110.7 71.0 17 .0 137.0 37.9 152.2 10 .4 133.8 37. 111.0 15Q.6 
1926 105.0 111.7 93. 545.9 152.5 5 .o 9 .5 97.-1 1-11.3 70.0 111.3 134.2 
1927 91.1 3.6 100.0 440.5 150.6 120.6 46.9 77.9 131.2 46.3 116.8 77.2 
192 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.Q 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
I 2 7.9 61.5 109.3 92.4 117.0 97.3 99.0 4.7 97.6 70.1 107.2 68.l 79.0 106.1 114.I 135. 1 149.6 92 .6 141.7 57.3 
1930 0. JOl.O 4.4 73.7 37.9 72.0 3.4 9 .o 123.9 66.2 109.2 202.6 175.4 93.6 12 . 94.2 124. 52.0 49.6 87.1 
I 31 95.7 1.0 105.5 57.1 90.0 130.0 119.3 100.0 123.9 124.9 ll3.6 115.3 37.2 70. 145.7 100.9 81.0 . 50.8 II . 
I 32 31.5 55.7 141.7 4 l.4 69.5 42.7 54. 105.0 71.9 125. 68.5 187.l 90.9 35.4 II .0 139.3 56. 55.9 131.8 
1933 .I 93.5 64.5 100.6 1 .0 43.2 74.2 46.8 96.1 69.2 139.7 95.3 109.4 30.1 2 .6 77.2 129. 72.4 54.4 90.7 
1934 9.4 4 .9 7.9 102.9 33. 69.7 57.3 52.l 96.2 5 .2 172.4 49.0 145.9 29.6 37.2 55.4 74.6 36.1 50.l 77.5 
1935 76.4 47.0 72.9 65.6 37.6 90.2 66.7 49.4 86.5 41.4 152.I 63.6 13 .3 46.8 4 .I 103.2 60.0 63.3 42.3 50. 
1936 110.6 56.1 95.1 66.5 49.1 112.9 90.9 64.0 151. 70.6 198.I 7 .0 95.6 26.5 60.3 42.2 84.1 31.4 36.1 102.9 
'Farm value adjusted to the all-commodity price level by dividing the actual value by the index of all-commodity prices for each year. 
